As mentioned in the preceding additional information (hereafter called Part I), a series of strong earthquakes with magnitudes between 5.2 and 5.9-units occurred during the two weeks period: 3 to 19 April, 2006 with epicenters lying at distances 80 to 100 km west of PAT station. Here, we show that the analysis in the natural time of the seismicity that occurred after the Seismic Electric Signals (SES) activity on February 13, 2006, specifies the occurrence time of the initiation of the aforementioned earthquake activity within a narrow range around two days. Furthermore, we provide the most recent information on some points mentioned in the main text.
We show that the occurrence time of the impending strong EQ activity can be estimated by following the procedure described in Refs. [2, 3] . (We clarify that, during the last decade, preseismic information based on SES activities is issued only when the magnitude of the strongest EQ of the impending EQ activity is estimated to be -by means of the SES amplitude[4]-comparable to 6.0 units or larger [5] .) We study how the seismicity evolved after the recording of the SES activity on February 13, 2006 (cf. 20.85 , which surround not only the EQ epicenters and the PAT station (see Fig.1 ) but also the PIR station at which a precursory GVEF started during the last week of February, 2006[1] . If we set the natural time for seismicity zero at the initiation of the SES activity on February 13, 2006, we form time series of seismic events in natural time for various time windows as the number N of consecutive (small) EQs increases. We then compute the normalized power spectrum [2, 3] 0 6 / 0 3 / 3 1 2 1 : 2 9 : 0 2 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 9 1 9 : 3 5 : 0 1 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 9 7 : 3 2 : 4 2 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 9 0 : 0 8 : 3 7 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 8 1 6 : 1 5 : 2 7 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 8 1 5 : 5 4 : 4 3 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 8 1 5 : 0 2 : 3 7 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 8 1 4 : 1 9 : 2 6 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 7 1 6 : 5 9 : 3 3 0 6 / 0 3 / 3 1 2 1 : 2 9 : 0 2 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 9 1 9 : 3 5 : 0 1 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 9 0 : 0 8 : 3 7 0 6 / 0 3 / 2 8 1 5 : 5 4 
7]
). The date and the time of the occurrence of each small earthquake (with magnitude exceeding (or equal to) the aforementioned threshold) that occurred in each of the areas A and B, is also written in red in each panel (see also Table I ). An inspection of Fig.2 reveals that the red line approaches the blue line as N increases and a coincidence occurs at the last small event which had a magnitude 3.0 and occurred at 21:29 UT on March 31, 2006, i.e., roughly two days before the first strong EQ (00:50 UT on April 3,2006). To ensure that this coincidence is a true one [2, 3, 5, 7] (see also below) we also calculate the evolution of the quantities κ 1 ,S and S − and the results are depicted in Fig.3 for both magnitude thresholds 2.8 and 3.0 for each of the areas A and B.
The conditions for a coincidence to be considered as true are the following (e.g., see Ref.
[2], see also [3, 5, 7] ): First, the 'average' distance D between the empirical and the theoretical Π(φ)(i.e., the red and the blue line, respectively, in Fig.2 ) should be [2, 3, 5, 6 ] smaller than 10 −2 . See Fig.4 where we plot D versus the conventional time for the aforementioned two areas and the two magnitude thresholds (hence four combinations were studied in total). In order to better visualize the details of this figure, its four consecutive segments are enlarged and separately depicted in Fig.5 (a) to (d). Second, in the examples observed to date [2] [3] [4] [5] 7 ], a few events before the coincidence leading to the strong EQ, the evolving Π(φ) has been found to approach that of Eq.(1), i.e., the blue one in Fig.2 , from below (cf. this reflects that during this approach the κ 1 -value decreases as the number of events increases). In addition, both values S and S − should be smaller than S u at the coincidence. Finally, since the process concerned is self-similar (critical dynamics), the time of the occurence of the (true) coincidence should not change, in principle, upon changing either the (surrounding) area or the magnitude threshold used in the calculation. Note that in Fig.4 or Fig.5(d The aforementioned strong earthquakes, the epicenters of which are shown in Fig.1, lasted from 3 Fig.6 ) has been just recorded at PAT on June 19, 2006, which is similar to the one depicted in Fig.1(a) of the main text. This has been also classified as SES activity by following a procedure similar to that explained in the main text. The analysis of the evolving seismicity subsequent to the latter SES activity, in order to specify the occurrence time of the impending strong earthquake (with an epicenter possibly lying within the area A) -in a fashion similar to that explained here-is in progress.
Let us briefly summarize: First, the occurrence time of the initiation of the strong seismic activity, that lasted from 3 to 19 April, 2006 at an epicentral region 80 to 100 km west of PAT, can be specified within a narrow range around 2 days. This is so, because the power spectrum in natural time of the evolving seismicity after the SES activity of February 13, 2006, collapses on the one expected for critical dynamics at 21:29 UT on March 31, 2006, i.e., almost two days before the occurrence time of the 5.3 earthquake of April 3, 2006. Second, the two SES activities that were observed after the aforementioned strong seismic activity, have been also followed by two earthquakes on May 5 and 25, 2006, the epicenters of which lie clearly outside the previously active region, as of the increments by natural time analysis' after its initial submission on 
